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1 . The spacing of the lines of the specification is such as to make reading difficult. 
New application papers with lines VA or double spaced on good quality paper are 
required. 

2. The amendment filed January 22, 2007 is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 132(a) 
because it introduces new matter into the disclosure. 35 U.S.C. 132(a) states that no 
amendment shall introduce new matter into the disclosure of the invention. The added 
material which is not supported by the original disclosure is as follows: Amendments to 
the specification after filing must be limited to correction of clerical errors. It may not be 
used to redraft the specification in any way to add new matter to the specification. In 
the present case, it is not clear why applicant has extensively rewritten his original 
specification. The changes clearly go beyond simple clerical corrections, they confuse 
the meaning of terms used in applicant's originally filed description of the invention, and 
the amendments are believed to constitute new matter. For example, on page 7 of the 
marked up copy of the specification, line 10, applicant deleted "a nut and bolt" and 
added " a crew, brace, two washers, and a self-locking nut". It not clear where applicant 
can find support for those details in the original specification. Also, on page 7, applicant 
has changed "second pivot pin" to "adjusting and locking pivot". It is not clear why the 
change has been made, what constitutes an "adjusting and locking pivot", and how that 
differs from the pivot pin and associated structure originally described. On page 8, 
reference to "clamping bolt" have been changed to "clamping screw", however, 
"clamping bolt" appears to be the correct term. On page 8, line 3, applicant has added 
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that the first part of first piece 22 supports "the patent EP 1593593". Applicant may not 
add the disclosure of additional structure to the specification. The subject matter of EP 
1 593593 was not part of applicant's original disclosure and cannot be added after filing. 
Also, applicant cannot incorporate by reference a foreign patent, if that is what applicant 
intended to do. 

Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office Action. 
3. Claims 2, 4, 8, 9-11, and 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 2, line 2, "it is not clear to which pivot "the pivot" refers. 

In claim 4, line 2, "(pre-adjusting)" should be deleted. Parenthetical terms are 
generally indefinite because it is not clear if they are required claim terms. 

In claim 9, lines 3-4, "all types of vehicle to which the present invention applies" is 
indefinite because it is not clear what vehicles would be included. In lines 4-5, "or by 
another drive method, i.e. directly on the ground or by airscrew" is unclear. A "method" 
cannot be claimed in an apparatus claim. Also, providing examples in a claim is 
improper. Every element claimed must be clearly part of the claimed combination. 
Examples, create confusion about whether the structure of the example is necessarily 
claimed, or if other structure can replace it. 

In claim 13, line 2, "the handlebar" and "the foot" and "the frame" lack clear 
antecedent basis in the claim. In line 3, the period"." Must be deleted. All claims must 
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be presented in one-sentence form. In line 5, "the pivot" lacks antecedent basis and is 
unclear. 

In claim 14, line 2, Applicant claims "apparatus to alter the travel for a setting 
which remains fixed". It is unclear here whether the setting is adjustable or remains 
fixed. In lines 3-4, "being able to pivot only where this has been preset for a given 
installation" is unclear. 

In claim 15, "the parts" of the fixing member is unclear because "parts" have not 
been referenced. Lines 6-7 must be deleted because the claim must be in one- 
sentence form and references to particular pages of the specification and drawings 
figures is not allowed. 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

5. Claims 13, 2, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Baker (EP 0155185). 

Baker discloses a friction drive device 22, mounted on a first part 10 which is 
pivotally connected to a second part 14 at 12. The second part includes a fastener 
(dotted line attached to frame 16) and a second pivot (unnumbered, between 14 and 
16). The angle between elements 14 and 16 of the second part can be fixed by 
adjustment means 30, 32. The two pivots are spaced apart. A stop 28 limits the angle 
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of pivot about the first pivot. The drive device includes a motor 20 arranged to 
frictionally drive bicycle wheel 24. 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Baker in 
view of Weidner (DE 29921 956). 

Baker lacks a first part with several seats for adjusting the position of the first 
pivot pin. 

Weidner teaches that a member may have several pivot seats (Fig. 11-4) in order 
to provide the obvious benefit of providing various mounting locations (Fig. 1-4)> 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide the first 
part of Baker with several seats for adjusting the position of the first pivot pin, as taught 
by Weidner, in order to provide various secure mounting positions. 

8. Applicant's arguments filed January 22, 2007 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Baker and Sinclair show more than one fastener. While 
applicant now claims "a single fastener adapted either to the handlebar applicant 
has not clearly limited the invention to a universal member with no more that one 
connection to the bicycle. Applicant claims a member "comprising" certain structure, 
therefore, it is open to including additional structure. Therefore, as claimed, the 
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invention has a single fastener that performs that claimed function, but additional 
structure, including additional fasteners, may also be included. 

Applicant argues that Baker's second pivot (at 12) is not fixed. The examiner 
disagrees. In certain embodiments the link 34, 36, 40, 44, has resilient members, 
however, in the embodiment of Figure 2, Baker has a link 30, 32, that fixes the position 
of the pivot, as claimed. Therefore, the claim language is believed to be met. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Anne Marie M. Boehler whose telephone number is 571- 
272-6641. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-5:00, Monday-Thursday, 
and alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lesley Morris can be reached on 571-272-6612. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571 -272-1 000. / 




Wm MARIE BOEHLER 
Primary Examiner 



